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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE TO FINAL OFFICE ACTION 


Sir: 


This communication is in response to the Final Office Action mailed May 21, 2004. 
Please find applicable section amendments for the above-referenced application on separately 
attached sheets. 

Applicant respectfiilly requests that the proposed amendment presented herein be entered 
by the Examiner. Applicant understands that the Examiner may permit such after Final Rejection 
Amendments upon "a showing of good and suflBcient reasons why they are necessary and were 
not earlier presented." (37 CFR §L 1 16) In this regard. Applicant believes that the amendments 
contained herein do not present new issues requiring further consideration or search by the 
examiner, but merely clarify that which distinguishes Applicant's invention over the prior art. 

The First OflBce Action and Applicant's subsequent response were primarily directed to 
the numerous informalities that existed in Applicant's original specification including the drawings 
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and claims. In that OflSce Action, Applicant was graciously provided with a guideline illustrating 
the preferred layout for the specification of a utility application. Only upon review of the 
Examiner's detailed rejections contained in this Final Office Action did Applicant understand and 
appreciate the Examiner's rejections and point of view regarding the prior art, and was able to 
more clearly define the claims so as to distinguish Applicant's invention over the prior art. 

Accordingly, Applicant believes that only a cursory review of the remarks and 
amendments contained herein are necessary by the Examiner to conclude that the application is 
now in condition for allowance. 


